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the individual. Binet, as we have seen, found three separate
manifestations of intelligence.1 The oligarchic doctrine was
crystallized in the older 'faculty* psychology which was
rendered obsolete by the work of the experimentalists. The
usual objection to the faculties—that they contradict trie unity
of the mind—need not necessarily hold, unless they are hope-
lessly hypostatized. In fact, to quote Spearman 2 once more,
"faculties have a way of losing every battle, but always
winning the war." The doctrine "will bend to the slightest
breath of criticism; but not the most violent storm can break
it." When one set of faculties goes down like ninepins, up
springs another set like mushrooms. Yet the existence of the
traditional faculties, such as judgment, attention, and memory,
is extremely doubtful; different tests of judgment, for example,
do not correlate highly with one another. There would seem
to be no sure foundation for the- oligarchic doctrine, that
ability consists of a few major faculties, each of which functions
by itself and is capable of being measured by a single value.
Since the * monarchic * intelligence has to be broken up to be *
measured, some have gone further than the doctrine of oli-
garchy, asserting that there is only anarchy. That is .to say,
all abilities are independent of one another, and no inference
at all can be made from performance in one to performance
in another. A person's 'general intelligence' is the average
of his several abilities, and is measured by sampling. Support
for the anarchic doctrine is found in the current practice of
mental-testing, it being generally agreed that a miscellany
of tests, varying in character, is required. But to offer such
a doctrine as a theoretical basis of mental measurement is
clearly unsatisfactory. How are we to decide which abilities
should constitute the sample? Ought memory to be in-
cluded? Or motor ability? Then again, Are all the con-
stituents of the sample equally important? For, if not, taking
an average cannot be a valid proceeding. Can we be cer-
tain that in our sample we have no abilities overlapping
or repeating one another? For, if we have, such abilities
would weigh too much in the average. Further, if the
1 See p. 336.	» Th* Abilities of Man, p. 38.

